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I. 


JOHAN NIS Frickii V. D. M. Bri- 
tannia rectius de Lutheranis edodta ; 
feu de Fide Lutheranorum in Romanam 
minime prona, & de orto apud Britan- 
nos € Libello Helmftad. Scandalo Epi- 
{tolaris Diatriba ad Reverendum Tho. 
Ittigium, &c. Ulmz 1709. 


That is, England better informed about the 
Lutherans: Or, An Epiftolary Difcourfe 


a 


” infcribed to the Reverend M. Thomas It- 
tigius, fhewing that the Lutherans are not 
inclined to Popery, &c. - By M. John 
Frick, Minifter of the Word of God. 
Ulm, 1709. 


FRICK anfwers Ten Queftions propofed by 

M the Iluftrious Society , eftablith’d in England 
® for the Propagation of the Chriftian Faith, 

Thofe Queftions were occafion’d by a Change of Religi- 
on, which made a great Noife in Germany fome Years 
ago, and by an Anfwer afcribed to fome Divines , who 
are {aid to have favour’d that Change, The Queftions 


are as follows. 


I. Whether the Princefs ; who turn’d Roman Ca. 


ion ? 
: II. Whether the Prince, her Father, approved that 
Change ? ’ 

III. Whether any Preachers, belonging to the Court, 
{poke freely againft that Change in their Sermons ? 

IV. Whether the Princefs was obliged to make a pub- 
lick Abjuration of her Religion, tho’ fhe was promifed to 
be difpenfed from it? 2 

V. Where that Abjuration was made ; and in what 
Words ? aS 

VI. Whether the Divines of Helmfad have been. con- 
fulred, either in publick or in private ; and what An- 
fwer each of them made ? 

. VII. What was the Judgment of that Univerfity about 
the Anfwer ¢ in Queftion, when it came out? . .. , 

VILE. How the other Univerfities of Germany behaved 
themfelves in Relation to that Affair? Whether their 
Divines writ againft that 4nfwer ;. or whether it appears 
by their Writings, that all the Lutheran: look upon it with 
Indignation ? 





t Viz. The Anfwer, thet was i mediately afcribed to 
M. Fabricius, and then te the Faculty of Theology at 
Helmftad. 





tholick , made fome Refiftance to remain in her Reli- 


4- Ss me 5 . 
‘ can hardly believe that the. 






























IX. How that 4nfwer came to be publifh’d ? 

X. In what Writings the Papiits boaft of a pretended 
Conformity between them and the Lutheran; , either at 
Mentz, or at Cologne, or elfewhere ? 


M. Frick highly commends the Zeal which the Englifh 
exprefs for the Proteftant Religion ; but at the fame time 
he wonders they fhould be fo much alarm4d, as if Lu- 
theranifm was in great Danger, by Reafon of a fingle 
Piece afcribed without any Proof toa fingle Do&or, or, 
at moft, to a whole Univerfity. vag ly pretends that 
feveral Englifh Divines, and even Court-Bifhops, 4 
have fhown as great an Indulgence for the Church of +i 
Rome , as is imputed to the Divines of Helmffad; and | 
yet the Lutherans never afcribed to the Church of Eng- 
land the Opinions of fome Private Men. Nec nofra- 

_ i ob paucos mamiCovras tori Ecclefie Anglicana 

cam feripft. 

The Aetkor , in order to juftify the Lutheran Church, 
alledges the Teftimony of Dr. ome » a Man of great 
Piety and profound Learning. That Venerable Divine. 
being confulted upon this Queftion ; Whether a Prote- 
frant Princefs , Courted @ Roman Casholick Prince , 
cou'd hope to be faved, if foe made an Abjuration of her 
Religion ; affirm'd the Negative, and proved it by un- 
deniable Ar ts. In the next place, M. Frick men- 
tions fome Proteftant Princeffes of Germany, who by the 
Dire&ion of their Ghoftly Fathers, refus'd to be made 
Queens, notwithftanding all the Sophifms of the Je. 

uits. / 

After thefe Obfervations, the Author anfwers the 

Queftions propofed by the Englifb. ! 


1. Astothefirft, he fays, (only upona Hear-fay,) 
that the Princefs did not yield without great Reluctancy 
and that fhe was prevailed upon at aft by ¢ aad cal 


at Rel 
Divine, ( He is dead fince,) who wasfoboldastoanfwer , 


for the Event , and to pretend to give a good Account of 
it to God at the laft Day. 6 Cer oe ae 

2. As for the Second Queftion ; what has happen'd 
fince isan Anfwer toit. — ._~ es 


truly ‘Apottolical Freedom. He mentions Two,. 
Haemy 5S M. Knoph ) among others; who, . 
E 





clar’d to the Prince, That t 
csp y a yc ente. An ill. : 
on Was put upon ir ~— Ve 
they have been applauded foe it every ri aa - 
deprived of thei Offices, they have got good. Prefer 

ments at } ; 


difpenfed making an Abjuration ; confider 
See y onfid 


ing.thar 
the Churc Rome is very rigid in that: re “Bie 
they made her fuch a Promife , ’ris certain a not 
fill'd; for as foon as the came to Bamberg, the publickly 
N 5 abju- 
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abjured her Religion before the Archbifhop of Mente. 


written in the German Language ¢ 
It was prefented to the Princefs ; and ‘tis faid in the Re- 
lation , that fhe read it with a loud Voice, and a 
chearful Countemance. She fwore Obedience to ~ 
Pope, as the Vicar of Jefus Chrift : She promifed to z - 
here inviolably to all the Articles of the Council of 
Trent ; to live and die in the Communion of the Church 
of Rome, fuch as it is now; as being the only True 
Church, out of which there is no Salvation ; and fhe 


The Formulary was 


anathematized the Religion of her Anceftors. ‘This is” 


taken from the Relation publifh’d at Baméerg , with the 

bifhop’s Seal puttoir. * 
— Coon the Sixth Queftion, M. Frick anfwers, That 
the Divines of Helmffad were not contulred in a Body, 
but every one of them in private; and that they gave 
their Anfwers in the fame manner. He has not feen their 
Anfwers ; and therefore, like a prudent Man, he 
fulpends his Judgment ; and, like a good and Charitable 
Chriftian, he will not be guilty of any rath Sutpicion. 
But he maintains, that it is che conftant Dotirine of the 
Divines of Helmfad, that notwithftanding the mapy Lr- 
rors and Abufes of the Church of Rome, and the Pope's 
Tyranny, the Foundations of Faith and Salvation are not 
wholly overthrown. However, they believe that none 
can be faved in that Church, bot thofe among the 
People, who keep to the Articles of the Apoftles 
Creed, and when they die, rely only upon the Me- 
rits of Jefus Chriff, according to the Ancient Ritual 
of Mentz , Cologne, and Triers ; which is very diffe- 
rent from the Modern Ritual of the Church of Rome, 
and has always been oppofed to the Papifts by the Ca- 
iixtins, like the Head of Medufa, as M. Frick expret- 
fes it Ia the next place, the Author alledges feve- 
ral Paffaves of che Divines of Helmftad, particularly of 
George and Ulric Calixtus ; whereby it appears, that they 
never thought of any Accommodetion with the Roman 
Catholicks , that follow the Dottrine of the Council of 
Trent, 

7. In Anfwer tothe Seventh Queftion, M. Frick al- 
ledges the Proteftation of the Divines of Helmfind, againtt 
the famous Anfwer. But, becaufe the late M, Irrigine , 
to whom he writ this Epiftolary Difcourfe , with’d thofe 
Divines had not confin’d their Apology within the 
Bounds of a mere Proteftation ; he is to equitable as 
to think they had fome particular Reafons to go no far- 
ther, *Tis an eafy thing for rhofe, who fee Things only 
ata diftance , to be pofitive in their Affertions ; burt if 
thofe Zealous and peremptory Men found themtelves in 
fome Critical JunSture, they wou'd perhaps find it ne- 
ceflary for the publick Good, to moderate their Zeal with 
Prudence and Caution. 

8.9. ro. But if the Divines of Helmftad had fome 
private Reafons to make only a Proteftation , thofe Z«- 
therans, who were not under the fame Circumftances, 
cannot be charged with a fhameful Silence upon that Oc- 
calion. This is M. Frick’s Anfwer to the laft Queftions. 
He names Six Divines of other Univerfities, or Parts of 
Germany, who writ zealoufly upon that Subje&; And, 
to make every body fenfible that the Lutherans are far 
from defiring a Reconciliation with the Church of Rome, 
he alledges ftveral Paflages of Melanchthon ; whofe Teiti- 
mony is the more confiderable , becaufe he no lets di- 
ftinguith’d himitif by his Mildnefs and Moderarion, 
than by his Piety and Learning. The following Words 
are to be found in his Laft Will, made in the Year 1540. 
Erunt fortaffis nove dogmatum conciliationes Sophiftica poft 
hance atatem, ubi reflituentur veteres errores nonnibil fuca- 
ti, OG he conciliationes corrumpent doftrine puritatem , 
que nunc traditur. De his quoque.premoneo meos, ne So- 
phiflicas conciliationes approbent : Sed hic eruditi bertandi 
funt ut advigilent , ne [pecie pac & tramquillitstis reci- 
piant dogmatum confufionem , qualis in Sirmienfi Synodo faba 
fuit. ‘That is, “ Perhaps fome Sophifts wiil hereafter 
* propofe a new Accommodation , to reftore old Errors 
“ fomewhat difguifed, and corrupt the Do@rine, that is 
| taught among us. But I forewarn my Brethren not to 
., *Pprove fuch a Reconciliation: And the Learned are 
* defired to have a care, that, under Pretence of Peace, 
“they don’t bring into the Church a Confufion of 
« . . 

Dottrines, like that of the Council of Sirmiam. 


NovEMBER 1710. 





Il. 


ANt ACCOUNT of the Fourth yy. 
lume of MMSIMON’s BIBLIC. 


‘THEQUE CRITIQUE. 
H E Fourth Volume of the Bidliotheque Critiqu, 


Sge 
i confifts of LIT. Letters, ic appears by the Bug 

written co the Count Muxio Dandini the 2cth of Sans 
1672. that Cardinal Jerome Dandini, who aflifted at the 
Council of Trent, left behind him fome Memoirs con. 
ceraing that Council, which are ftill extant at Cefcna, a 
Town in the Ecclefiaftical State. Our Author makes &. 
veral Reflexioas upon the Style of fome i:alian Writers. 
The Defence of Men of Letters, fays he, compofed by 
Father Bartoli a Jefuit, is not writren in a natural Styje, 
and does not deferve the Encomiums , which the I:a/jans 
beftow upon it. As for Boccacio,the Learned Men of srg. 
ly, efpecially Preachers, did witely to prefene a Petition 
to the Pope, that they might-be allowed to read thar ex. 
cellent Writer. Palavicini, in his Hiftory of the Coup. 
cil of Trent, took feveral Expreflions from him. Thar 
Cardinal writes more like an Orator than a judicious Hi. 
ftorian, and might have expres d himfelf in fewer Words, 
and with greater Force and Clearnefs. ‘The Dittionary 
della Crufca is an excellent Work, and thofe , who under- 
took to write in its Vindication, made a judicious choice 
of their beft Authors.. There is no ftalian Writer , thar 
can be compared to Auguftin Mafcardi tor the Beauty of 
the Style. If it be true, continues the Author, that he 
was a Jefuit, and that he left his Order, becaufe he could 
not have the Liberty of writing in his own Language; 
his Superiors were very much to blame for not keeping a 
Man, who had firch a noble Talent, and would have beeq 
of great ufe to them on feveral Occafions, Whereupoa 
M. Simon obfervesthat the Gentlemen of Port-Royal, with 
an indifferent Learning,got a general Applaute by their Wri. 
tings againft the Jefuits, becaufe they writ in French, and 
ina good Style: The Learned Pesavias, being obliged to 
Write againft them in a Language, which he had nor cul- 
tivated, did it withour any Succes; and his grear Skill 
in Hebrew, Greek, and Latin, proved of little ule to him, 
The Jefuits perceived then too Jate, that they waated 
Men qualifi dto makea vigorous Refiflance agaiaft che 
Port=Royalifts, 

Our Author adds, that-Calvin’fv: made a great Progrefs 
in France all of a fudden, by Keafon of feveral Books 
Writren in good French for that time ; and becaufe the 
Reman Catholicks had no Writers fo wel! skill’d in that 
Language. Few People, fays he , are able ro judge of 
Matters of Religion ; whereas the very Women pretend 
to judge of the Style, when Books are written in their 
Language. Bogcalini was of Opinion, that the Knowledge 
of Greek and Latin had more contributed to the Herefies 
of thefe latter Times, than any thing elfe. M. Simos 
owns that the Knowledge of thoile Twa Languages, and. 
of the Hebrew, have occafion'd fome Innovations in Reli- 
gion ; but he believes fo many People would not have 
forfaken the common Dottrine, had it nor been for fe 
many Books publifh’d in their own Tongue. 

The Author proceeds to give his Judgment about ‘ames 
Maxzeui. The more I read the Works of thar Learned 
Maa, fays he, the more I admire hjs vaft Erudition and 
his great Judgment. His Conclufions are his Mafter- piece : 
Gerard Voffius made a good ule of that excellent Work. 
Maxzoni writ againft the firft Volume of Baronius’s Annals, 
affoon as it came out, and his Manufcript , which was 
never publifh’d, is in the Library of the Great Duke of 
Tufcany. M. Simon was informed of this Particular by the 
Count, to whom he writ this Letrer. 

Hf. Uf. The Second and Third Letters, written to M 
Fuftel, contain an Account of the Second Volume of 2 
ColleSion of Books,compofed by fome modern Greeks 
gainft the Church of Rome, and printed in England. 





t dn Account of the Third Volume of that Bibliotheau 
be feen in the laft Sheer of thefe Misti Ae ee 
Fy. Io 
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IV. In che Fourth Letter, the Author mentions a Book, 
entitl’d, 4 Synod held az: Bethlehem, and printed at Pars 
in 1676. That Synod met on Account of the Contro- 
verfy, that was then on Foot between M. Claude and the 
Gentlemen of Port Royal. It was publifh’d by the Beme- 
difins with a Latin Tranflation. M. Simon fays that Ver- 
fion is full of grofs Miftakes, and gives an Inftance of it. 
The Author of the Synod quotes Gabriel Severus, Archbi- 
fhop of Philadelphia , whom he calls Mur eomatTuy TeY ey 
étinov a@dvager. The Tranflator renders thofe Words, 
Archiepifcopum Fratrum noStrerum Cretenfium , whereas he 
fhou’d have rendred them, Fratrum noftrorum, qui funt Ve- 
netis. Tho’ Gabriel was Archbifhop of Philadelphia, and 
not of Crete,, he made his ufual abode at Venice. Befides, 
inftead of cy étzmayv, it fhou'd be Evernav ; for fo the 
Printers at Venice call that City, when they print any 
Book written by the Modern Greeks. The Benediéin:, 
being afhamed of fuch a faulty Edition, fupprefs‘d it, and 
publifh’d another in 1678. entit!'d, Synodus Hierefolymitana, 
becaufe that Synod was actually held at Jerufalem in 1672. 
under Dofithenws Patriarch of that City. 

V. When Nicolas Heinfius heard that the Bencdiétins de- 
fign'd to publifh a new Edition of St. Augujfin, he writ 
the following Words to M. Bigot in the Year 1671. De 
nova Operum S, Augufiini Editione institutum laudo ; velim 
tamen addi difcrepantias veteris Scripture colletbas ex membra- 
nis ; nam Monachi ex infcitia, aut prepoftera ambitione nimi- 
tum fbi quandoque tribuunt in recenfendis Patribus. Where+ 
upon our Author, who takes every Opportunity to re- 
flet upon the Monks, particularly upon the Benediéfins, 
makes the following Obfervation. *Tis no new thing for 
the Criticks to have an ill Opinion of Men confin’d to a 
Cloyfter. ‘John Baprift Pius call'd them long ago Fraterc#- 
los bardocucnllatos expertes bonarum Literarum, However 
he owns that fome diftinguifh themiclves from the igno- 
rant Crew. , 

VI. It appears by this Letter; that Guide Fabricius Bo- 
derianus committed a great many Mittakes in tranilating a 
Book of Severus, written in Syriack, concerning the Cere- 
monies of Baptifm, and the Sacred Synaxis. That Book was 
printed by Plantin, in 1572. 

VIL. Sebaftian Munfterus was well skil!'d in the Hebrew 
Text of the Bible, but was not fo well verféd in Rabdi- 
nical Books. M. Simon mentions feveral Miftakes com. 
mitted by that Author, in his Tranflation of a compendi- 
ous Logick, written by a Rabbin. 

VIlt. The Author pretends to fhew, that the Benedi- 
fins, in publifhing new Editions of the Fathers, are more 
a‘ted by their own Intereft, than by a defire of promo- 
ting the Publick Good. Inthe next place he fhews that 
the Commentary of Hefychius upon Leviticus, and the Spe- 
culum of St. 4uguftin have been very much corrupted. 
Laftly, he obferves that the Doors of the Sorbonne con- 
demnd fome Opinions in the XVIth Century, which 
are now generally approved, They cenfured Erafmus for 
faying in a Letter prefixed to his Paraphrafe upon the 
firft Epiftle to the Corinthians , that fome Learned Mén 
believed, that the Books, commonly afcribed to Diony/- 
us the Aveopagite, were written bya later Author. Their 
Cenfure is exprefs'd in thefe Words. Non ver ertiditis, 
fed temerariis OG novitatum fiudiofis videtur non eff? Dionyfius 

Aveopagites, qui libros Ecclefiaftice Hicrarchie canfiriofrrit, 
quandoquidem ab ipfo Dionyfio Areopagita fuiffe confcriptos con- 
fat. ‘Tis now the general Opinion that thofe Books are 
Spurious. Faber Stapulenjis was very ill ufed by the fame 
Doors, becaule he afferted that Three different Women, 
mention’d in the Gofpel, were wrongly confounded with 
Magdalez. They condemn'd his Affertion, and forbad to 
maintain it in toe Pulpit , in publick Difputations, and 
in writing, and yet Faber Stapulenfis was in the right. 
Sententia numerantur, non ponderantar. ) 

IX. This Letter has been printed in the XXXIVth 
Sheet of thefe Memoirs, to which I refer the Reader. 

X. The Author informs us , why the lait Edition of 
Maldonat’s Difputations upon the Sacraments, publifh'd 
at Paris in 1677. is fo little enquired after ; whereas the 
firft had a very great Sale. The Reafon of it is, that 


forme {mall Tratts of that Author concerning Free Will, 
Grace, and Predeftination, contrary to the Do&rine of 
St. Auguftin, have been inferted in the new Edition. Mal- 
donat was accufed of {everal Herefiesby the Paris-Divines'; 
but the Parliament acquitted him, Our Author obferves 
that the Sentence, pronounced by the Parliament, is to 
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be found in the firft Editions of Maldoma:’s Commentaries 
upon the Gofpels; bur the Jefuirs lef ic out long ago. I 
don't queftion, fays he, that they had fome Reafons for 
it : That wife and prudent Society dors nothing but ad 
majorem Dei & Beate Virgins gloriam. 

XI. This Chapter contains feveral Reflexions upon a 
Book of Dr.Raynelds, entitled Crnfura Librorum Apocryphkorum 
Veterts Tefamenti contra Pontifiiies , Oe. Thar Door, 
fays M. Simon, who aflifted at the Conference of Hamrten« 
Court, was for fuppreffing fome Ceremonies of the Church 
of England, chiefly becaufe they were pratis’d in the 
Church of Rome. Whereupon King James I. told him, 
by way of Raillery, that he fhould wear no Doubler, be. 
caufe the Roman Catholicks wore it. Our Author owns 
that Dr. Reynolds was a Learned Man, who confulred the 
Originals ; and he gives a great Charafer of his Perfor. 
mance. 

XII, The Opinion of thofe who maintain that the 
Earth moves , was condemn’d by a Decree of Rome. 
Whereupon the Author obferves, that M. Hardy , a good 
Chriftian, and a good Mathematician, told him feveral 
times, that Cardinal BeZarmin obtain’d that Decree, be- 
caufe he was informed that fome German Jefuits were 
fond of Copernicus’s Dottrine, and defign’d to reach ir. 
Didacus Stunica , a Spamjh Divine, who writ a Learned 
Commentary upon Job, printed at Toledo in 1584. main-~ 
tains the Opinion of Copernicus, when he explains thefe 
Words of the IXth Chapter, Qui commovet Terram de loco 
Juco, Oe. Which foaketh the Earth out of her Place , &c. 
That Interpreter concludes with this Obfervation : Dem- 
que nullus dabitur Scriptura [acro-fan4ee locus, qui tam aperte 
aicat Terram nun mover’, giam bic moveri dicit. MM. Simon 
informs us that the firft Fathers of the Oratory had in a 
manner defign’d to introduce Plato’s Philofophy among 
them. He withes riftotle’s Philofophy was entirely 
banifh’d from the Schools. But, fays he, what wou'd 
have become of St. Thomas , if Ariffotle and his Com. 
mentators had been wholly laid afide ? 

XII. We are told, that the Epiftle Dedicatory , 
infcribed to the Bifhop of Condom, and prefixed to the 
Second Edition of the Ceremomes and Cuftoms of the 
Jews, publifh'd by M. Simon in 1681. ‘was not written 
by him, but by M, Fremont a’ Ablancoar?, The Second 
Particular mention’d in this Letter, is, That the Lines , 
printed between Two Crotchets in that Edition , were 
added by the Approbator, 

XIV. The Author difcourfes of a Manufcript of the 
Four Gofpels , written in the Language of the Cophei, 
That Manufcript is in the King’s Library: There is in it 
a Figure, reprefenting fefus Chrift giving the Communion 
to his Apoftles. They receive it itanding, and bending 
their Heads,’ after the manner of thofe who'worthip. 
Ar this very Day, fays M. Simon, the Bending of rhe 
Head is a Sign of Adoration in the Eaf. Hé adds, that 
‘tisnot above a Hundred Years, fince the Canons of Lyons 
kneel down at the Elevation of the Hoft. 

XV. Faber Stapulenfis (le Feure d’ Ecaples) thade a Frénch 
Tranflation of the New Teftament, without putting his 
Name to it. His Verfionof the Fout Gofpels is in the 
King’s Library. The Second Part, containing St. Paul's 
Epiftles, &c, came out in the Year 1523, and is ftill more 
fcarce than the firft. That firft Edition was printed by 
Simon de Colines, in a very faic half-Gorhick Letter. The 
French Verfion of Faber Stapulenfis has been reprinted 
more than once, and inferted in the French Bible pub- 
lith'd at Antwerp in 1530. James de Rely, Doctor of the. 
Houfe of Navarre, Dean of St. Martin of Tours, and Bi- 
fhop of Angers, publifh’d a French Tranflation of the 
Bible, under the Reign of Ciarles VILL ‘There was 
another before , made trom the Latin of Comeffor, and 
publifh’d by Guiars des Moulins. Faber Stapulenfis rightly 
obferves, in his Preface to the Second Volume of hig 
Tranflation, That the French Bibles , printed before his, 
Verfion , were full of Faults, and Additions; and that 
mary Things had been left our, That Learned Man was 
encouraged by fevéral Lords and Ladies of the Court, 
to put out anew Trapflation of the Bible ; and notwith. 

ftanding his great Credit, he was cenfured for it by the 
Paris-Divines. ; 

XVI. This Letter concerns the Bibliotheque of Apollo. 
dorus, publifh’d by Tanaquillus Faber. 1 need not mention 
M. Simon's Reflexions upon it, He tells us, thar M2}. 
tide did not leave behind him 4 Commentary upon Apel. 

lodlor ses, 


144 
lodorus, asit hasbeen reported. The Commentaries of 
that Learned Man upon Ovid's Epiftles, tranflated by him 
into French, are full of Excellent Remarks upon the An- 
cient Mithology. They were printed in Sve, at Bourg in 
Breffe, in 1632. and are grown Very fcarce, even at Pars. 
There are few Latin Books that contain fo many good 
Things, relating to Philology and Critical Learning. | 
XVIL. Sebaftian Pfochenius publifh’d a Latin Diflertati- 
on ; wherein he pretends to fhew, that the New Tefta- 
ment is written in a true Greek Style; and that therefore 
what has been faid by feveral Learned Men, concerning 
the Helleniftical Language , is a modern Figtion. That 
Author does hardly alledge any Reafon to prove his Opi- 
nion, befides feveral Examples taken from the Ancient 
Greck Poets. M. S:monfays, he takes a wrong Method ; 
becaufe the Style of the Greek Poets does frequently dif. 
fer from the common Ufe of the Greek Tongue. At the 
End of this Letter, the Author takes notice of the Hiffo- 
ry of the Rites and Cuftoms of the Jews , written by Leo de 
Modena, a Rabbin of Venice. There have been Two Ita- 
J’an Editions of that Book. Gafarel is the firft, who pub- 
lifh’d it at Paris in 1637. But the Author, finding that 
Edition unacurate , reprinted it at Venice in 1638. with 
this Title : Hifforia de’ Riti Hebraici , Vita, c& Offervanze 
de gli Hebrei di quefti tempi , di Leon ‘Modena Rabi Hebreo da 
Venetia. He left out in the Second Edition fome Paffa- 
ges, that were in the firft. The Publick knows, that 
M. Simon has put out a French Tranflation of that Bock, 
and added a Supplement to it. 3 
XVIIL The Latin Style of Lipfus, and the Hiftory 
of Tacitus, make the Subje& of this Letter. Henry Ste- 
pens, who look’d upon the Style of Lip/ius as a Contagi- 
ous Diftemper, that fpread every where, publifh'd a Book 
againft it with avery odd Title. De Lipfis Latinitate ( ut 
ipfimet Antiquarii antiquarium Lipfii flylum indigitant ) Pa- 
lefira prima Henrici Stephani Parifienfis, nec Lipfiomimi , nec 
Lipfiomomi , nec Lipfiocolacis , multoque minus Lipfiomaftigis. 
He had this Book printed in 1595. when he was at the 
Fair of Francfort. That Learned Printer brings in Two 
Combatants; wiz. Philokenus, and Mifokenas, Stephens 
keeps , asit were, a Medium between both. The De- 
fign of his Difcourfe, is to condemn Lipfus for taking 
too great a Liberty in his Latin Style. That Learned 
Man had many Followers, whom Henry Stephens calls Anti- 
guarios, Antiquariorum Seam. He compares that Sect of 
Antiquaries to the League, which did fo much Mifchief to 
France. He fays, that as the League forfook their Lawful 
Prince, and brought a Multitude of Foreigners into the 
very Heart of the Kingdom ; in like manner, that Se& of 
Antiquaries, which grew very powerful, and increafed 
daily, had declared againft the true Queen of the Latin 
Tongue, and ufed their utmoft Endeavours to dethrone 
her  Scioppius, in a Book entitled De Stylo, five, de Styli 
hiflovic: virtutibus @ vitiis Fudicium, fays, There was no 
Ancient or Modern Writer, that ever took fo great a Li- 
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berty in his Words ; infomuch that one might make a 
whole Book of his Innovations in the Latin Tongue : 
Which he proves by many Examples. The fame Critick 
charges him with an Affe€tation of ufing too many ar. 
chaifms, or Old Words; and gives feveral Inftances 
of 1¢. 

Lipfius is an admirable Aathor, abating his Style. His 
Notes upon Tacitus procured him a great Reputation, 
Boccalini, in his Ragguagli di Parnaffo, feigns ina very a- 
greeable manner , that Lipfims was impeached before the 
Tribunal of Apolo, as an Idolater, who knew no other 
God but that impious Hiftorian. Lipfivs appear’d in 
Chains before 4po/o, who in the Prefence of a Crowd 
of Literati, pronounced this Sentence againft him. “ 74. 
‘* citys, faid he , is odious to all good Men, and con. 
“ temn’d by the Profeflors of the Latin Tongue for 
«‘ the Novelty of his Style , the Obfcurity of his Di. 
“ {courfe, and his Concife Diction. He is full of crue} 
‘‘ and impious Maxims in Politicks , and fo malicious 
‘* as to reprefent the moft horrid A&tions as fo man 
“ A&ts of Piety, and the moft Holy as proceeding from 

the worft Principles. Thou art the only one among 
‘my Literati, faid Apoko {peaking to Lip/us, who pre. 

tendeft in my Prefence to worihip, as a God, a Man 
who plainly fhews by his Writings, that he never 
knew a Deity”. ‘That Prince and Sovereign Mafter 
of the Sciences went on, and made a horrid Defcripti- 
on of Tacitus’s Hiftory. He fhew'd how many Evils thar 
impious Book had occafion’d in the World. But Lipf. 
us, with all the Refpect due to the Majefty of Apdo, bold. 
ly maintain’d what he had advanced, wiz. That Tacitus is 
the Mafter of all Judicious Hiftorians, the Father of Hu- 
man Prudence, the Oracle of the true Reafon of State 
the Mafter of the Politicians, the Chief of rhofe Writers, 
whofe glorious Performances contain more Thoughts than 
Words. Lipfius further enlarged upon the great and rare 
Qualities of Tacitus, whofe Works fhould be continually 
in the hands of thofe Princes, who defire to learn the Art 
of Commanding. As for the Religion of that Author 
whom Apollo call’d an Impious and Atheiftical Man ; Lips 
fims undertook to prove , that of all the Heathen Writers 
none but Tacitus attain’d to fuch a Degree of Perfection 
as to know how neceflary it is in point of Religion to bes 
lieve by mere Faith thofe Things, that can neither be feen 
nor proved by Reafon. Quanto nelle cofe della Relizione veg- 
lia la fede di quelle cofe, che non fi veggono , 0 non fi poffino 
provar con la ragicne. Whereupn he alledged this admira- 
ble Paflage of Tacitus : Saniufque ac revreentius vilum, de 
ais Deorum credere, quam fcire. A moft Holy Saying 
added Lipfius, which deferves to be ferioufly confider’d by 
thofe Divines, who have undone themfelves in their 
Writings by their too great Subtilty. pollo, being moved 
with thefe Words, ordered the Prifoner to be fet at Li. 
berty, and embraced him in a very friendly manner, 


This Account will be continued hereafter, 
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— has publifh’d a fecond Edition of a 
« Book, confilting of fhort Aphorifms upon the 
Inftitutes Of Fuftinian. 

A. A. Pagenftecheri Manualium ad Inftitutiones Furis {um 
ofque ad las editos Aphorifmos Repetita Preletio, Subjiciun- 
tur ejufdem Differtationes de Fure Nature , © Juris AuGori- 
tate: Item, Fridericus Primus , & Regularum Jur Canonici 
Paraphbrafis. Groninga 1710. in 120, 

The other Pieces, added to the Aphorifms , were alfo 
publith'd before. Thereis nothing new in this Edition 
but the Preface, wherein the Author informs us, that his 
Friends advifed him to infert in this Volume the Oration 
he made laft Year, concerning the Nature and Privileges of 
old Men, But he did not think fit to do it: However, he 
defigns to publith that Piece in another Book, which he 
hasencitl'd, Pericula fua Academica. In the meantime he 
has inferted in his Preface a Fragment of that Oration 
becaule he was informed that feveral Perfons wonder'd 
he fhould fay, that a Man of Seventy Years of Age may 
be putto the Torture. In anfwer to the Law, which 
feems to be againft him, he fays it does not concern old 
Men in general, but only thofe , that groan under the 
weight of their Years, erate defette. The Author makes 
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a great Difference between thofe Two Things. There 


are, fays he, many dtout old Men, that may very w 

dure the Rack. We have feen, thew do, raat ate 
Fouricore and Seven Years, who got a Child by his Maid 

Maffiniffa gave a Proof of his Manhood at 86 Years of 
Age. Paul Zacchias, {peaking of Platerus, fays that his 
Father, being 72 Years old, married a fecond Wife by 
whom he had Six Sons, and one Daughter at 82 Years of 
Age ; and that his Grand-Father got his Wife with Child 

when he was above a Hundred Years. Can it be faid of 
fuch old Men, that they groan under the weight of old 
Age ¢ Thomas Parr married at 120 Years of Age . and 
Jived many Years with his Wife, who gave a very” ood 
Account of his Conjugal Performances. Piety delle Pale 
le mentions one Gafpar Dragonetti, who at 115 Years of 
Age had all his Teeth, and ufed‘no Spe@acles. From all 
thefe Examples the Author infers, that there is a great 
Difference between old Men in general , and thofe thet 
are etate defedi, asthe Law exprefies ir. The Man, who 
occafion'd this Difpute, was 75 Years old but ver Stout 
He coud get on Horfe-back without any hel od travel 
on Foot withour being weary. In a wal’ be appeard 


very ftrong and vigorous ; and theref 
declared he might be put to'the Torun M. Pagenftecher 
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